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ON May 14, 1907, a meeting of the faculty was devoted to a consideration of a closer amalgamation of Boston 
University School of Medicine with the university, and 
President Huntington asked to be informed as to the prob-
able future of homeopathy. He had been told that it was 
unlikely that it would long continue as a separate school. 
This question provoked a general discussion, bringing out 
the advantages of closer affiliation of the medical school 
' with the main university, the advantages of teaching physio-
logical therapeutics according to the methods of the dominant 
school, and the opinion .of some members of th,e faculty that 
sufficient old-school therapeutics was already taught. 
A committee of five was appointed from the faculty, at 
the suggestion of the President, to formulate ideas con-
cerning closer affiliation of the medical school with the 
university. 
At the next faculty meeting, May 21, 1907, during the 
discussion of the . establishment of a fifth year course, a 
committee of five was created to consider the advisability 
of establishing in the new fifth year course, an optional 
course on general therapeutics, to be conducted by a phy-
sician of acknowledged ability belonging to the old school. 
This committee to report at the next meeting. 
On May 28, the committee reported that they had dis-
cussed the matter at length but had not come to an agree-
ment, three favoring the proposed measure and two opposing 
it. This report was accepted and the matter placed before 
the faculty for discussion. It was voted to continue the 
subject at a later date, at a meeting to be called by the 
secretary. This meeting was never held. 
At the annual meeting of the Alumni Association, it was 
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voted that a committee of five confer with the faculty of 
the medical school and with the standing committee of the 
trustees regarding the establishment of a chair of old school 
therapeutics in the medical school. 
At the next annual meeting of the Alumni Association, 
on June 1, 1909, this Committee reported adversely. 
On May 4, 1910, at a faculty meeting, during a discussion 
as to how the students and the income of the school could 
be increased, the appointment of an old school physician to 
lecture in therapeutics was suggested by certain members 
of the faculty; while other members opposed on the ground 
that such instruction was already given sufficiently well by 
our own men. 
This movement has been quiescent from that date to 
April 30, 1917, when at a meeting of the staff of the Massa-
chusetts Homeopathic Hospital, Dr. Nelson M. Wood pre-
sented a paper entitled " The Dependence of the Hospital 
upon the Medical School " in which he urged the establish-
ment of a chair of old-school therapeutics in the medical 
school. A letter on this subject, from President Murlin, 
was read. 
Prolonged discussion followed, as a result of which the 
following vote was passed : 
" That it is the sentiment of this body that there be estab-
lished a chair of old-school therapeutics in the medical 
school." · 
It was also voted that this sentiment be transmitted by the 
secretary of the staff to the governing faculty of the medical 
school. At the next meeting of the governing faculty, it 
was voted down. 
Under date of December 8, 1917, the following letter 
was received from the President of Boston University, Dr. 
Murlin: 
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DR. J. EMMONS BRIGGS, 
477 Beacon Street, 
Boston, Massachusetts. 
My dear Dr. Briggs, 
DECEMBER 8, 1917. 
Sometime ago I wrote you, as Chairman. ~f the Trus~ee 
Standing Committee on our School of Medicn_1e, of my m-
terest in the school, and made some suggestions which I 
believed worthy of careful consideration by those who ~re 
in immediate charge of facing its problems and of determm-
ing its policies and methods. I am pleased to learn ~ was not 
mistaken in my firm belief that they .~ould be .kmdly ~e-
ceived, and treated in a generous spmt and with cordial 
open-mindedness. I am now writing both you and Dean 
Sutherland. 
Recently, I have been studying the history of our sch_ool 
as revealed in a complete file of the New England Medical 
Gazette the annual catalogues of the school, and the Annual 
Report; of the President of the Univer~ity: This ex~ended 
course of reading has increased my admiration for the ideals, 
enthusiasm, and loyalty manifest throughout the history of 
the school; at no time, however, surpassed, or even equalled, 
by those now dominant in its life; it has never made a better 
account of itself than it can make this very year. 
However I am disturbed to note that for many years the 
number of ~tudents has been growing gradually smaller until 
now you have fewer students than in any other year of our 
history, not even excepting the first yea~; this seems all the 
more unaccountable for it happens at a time when there are 
fewer medical schools in America than we have had for many 
years, when most medical schools have the largest enrollment 
in their history, and when there is an unparalleled, almost 
frantic, appeal from all over the world for r_nore doctors. 
My plea is for the larger numbers only m the sense that 
I desire for the school a wider influence and a larger hearing 
for its message. Can we afford to spend so much money, 
time, strength, and energy upon the smaller number when 
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it would require no more to give this service to three or four 
times as many? 
These are times of heart searching examination for all of 
us in every department of life and service; traditions, cus-
toms, beliefs, and doctrines, are being asked to give a good 
account of themselves, not only for their existence but also 
for exercising the control they have. Our school' of medi-
cine should frankly face its situation, apply the acid test, 
find where the difficulty exists, what the remedy is, and like 
brave, courageous, scientific men, apply it. 
Our school of medicine is not behind any other depart-
ment of the university in loyalty, strength of faculty, ade-
quacy of equipment, nor in its compelling appeal for a con-
~tituenc:Y; yet every ?ther department is annually having an 
mcreasmg opportunity for its service as indicated by the 
growing number of its students. The explanation of this 
anomalous situation will not be found in any failure in the 
quality of your service; with that in such excellent condition 
with the Hospital on one side, the Evans Memorial on th~ 
other, backed by the Robinson Memorial and the Nurses 
Home,_and further supported by other cooperating agencies, 
you might well be serving two or three hundred students 
instead of fewer than a hundred. Why do we not have 
them? 
I do not profess to know ; I do feel free to make a few 
observations. In doing so, however, let me say that I have 
always thought well of homeopathy, having a close relative 
who practices homeopathy; nor have I ever heard a word 
against homeopathy in our entire university organization of 
thirty-five trustees, and faculty of over three hundred. I 
think I approach the problems of the school with a clear 
unprejudiced and open mind. ' 
Here is the situation as I see it at this moment; those who 
were formerly your bitter enemies and who outlawed you, 
have adopted many of your practices, and have welcomed 
you into their societies; you, on the contrary, have a dis-
tinctive title which makes it appear that you are peculiar, 
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sectarian, and bigoted ; and secta_ri~nis?1, in .these days, 
whether in religion, politics, or medicine, 1s a serious. offense. 
I now paraphrase and give the substance of my Apnl letter: 
,i This leads to the inquiry whether an enlargement of 
your program may not be worth considering. So:cal!ed 
' sectarianism ' should not even appear to ~:ffect sc~enbfic 
procedure; open-mindedness and p~ogress1~~ness 1s the 
mood of the hour, whether in medicine, pohtica~ econo~y 
or theology. Our approach to every ~spect of hfe and its 
problems must be free from sectan~msm; nor sh~ul? we 
permit the public to gai1: the ~mpress1on that th~re 1s m us 
the slightest bias to part1sansh1p or the closed mu~d. 
"Without departing in the least from the ~ne .ideals .and 
spirit in which our school was born, and in which 1t has h':'ed 
its whole life of most useful service, and without teaching 
any less of homeopathy, do 1;1ot present conditions ~arrant 
you in enlarging your educat10nal ?rogram so as :o mclud~ 
instruction in all that is offered m a so-called regular 
school as well as in homeopathy? And would it not be well 
to dr;p the word 'homeopathy' as .a distin~tiv~ phrase in 
our school or as indicative of a slant in our scientific method 
and outlook? " 
Again let me remind you that this is only a drea~ ~f the 
president who thinks much, often, and 1?ost apprec1atmg!y, 
of our medical school, he does not wish t~ influence its 
faculty beyond reporting his dream . . That he 1s bold eno~gh 
to do this, however, indicates that his dreams,. oft recurring, 
have made a deep impression upon his own mmd. Whe~her 
you should take them so seriously as to carry t.h~m over into 
reality, is not for him to sug~est; your dec1s1on must. be 
made according to the good Judgment of the gove~n.ing 
faculty and their co-laborers; and whatever your dec1s1on, 
I shall never cease to have the highest regard for the school. 
With all good wishes, I am 
Faithfully yours, 
s 
L. H. M ORLIN' 
President. 
At the annual meeting of the finance committee on Feb-
ruary II, 1918~ the secretary read his annual report, still 
further elaborating the suggestions contained in Dr. Murlin's 
letter. 
The finance committee voted that this report be presented 
t? the full faculty at an early meeting, with the recommenda-
t10n of the fin~ce committee that it be adopted. 
The_ report 1s appended, as presented to the finance 
committee and later to the full faculty at its meeting of 
February 27, 1918. 
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Report of the Finance Committee 
For the Year 1917 
BY DR. J. EMMONS BRIGGS, Secretary 
T HE finance committee was appointed for the purpose of raising money for the endowment fund of Boston 
University School of Medicine. With this in view, much 
energy was expended in interesting alumni and friends, in 
the urgent needs of the school. 
Since the organization of the finance committee, $155,000 
has been added to the endowment fund. One third of this 
amount came independently of our efforts. After soliciting 
funds from alumni and friends, we entered into an educa-
tional campaign which involved the printing and distribution 
of 125,000 pamphlets and 70,345 letters. We are confident 
that this publicity added much to the prestige of Boston 
University School of Medicine. 
Later, years of financial unrest, due to the great war with 
the uncertainty of our participation in the world conflict, 
curtailed our financial success. Two years ago, we awoke 
to a much greater . menace to the future of our school : a 
rapidly decreasing student body. 
When this truth dawned upon us, our efforts turned to-
ward ways and means for increasing the number of medical 
students. To this end we directed our energy, and for the 
past two years this task has been uppermost in our minds. 
As our efforts to endow the medical school were fraught 
with a reasonable degree of success, we labored under the 
impression that a concerted and well directed policy of pub-
licity would result in increasing the student body of Boston 
University School of Medicine. 
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We undertook this campaign for students with the same 
energy and determination which was displayed in raising 
an endowment fund. We believed that when the great 
advantages which Boston University School of Medicine 
offered, were widely known, prospective students of medicine 
would come to our institution and our school would enroll 
an increasing number of students from year to year. In 
this we have been disappointed. 
We can no longer lull ourselves into pleasing dreams 
about the future of the medical school lest we sleep while 
the fond object of all our efforts passes on to dissolution. 
No wide-awake physician can complacently look on, while 
every symptom marks the progress of a fatal malady. 
We know that disintegration must be checked early if at 
all; that we cannot ignore unmistakable signs which are the 
precursors of calamity, but must bend every effort to re-
habilitation before disaster overtakes us. As the sympathetic 
skillful physician examines the sick man, so must we under-
take the physical examination of our beloved medical school. 
We must not allow our affection and our optimism to 
warp our clear vision of the nature of the malady which is 
undermining its very existence. 
To some of us, the existence of such an alarming con-
dition has not occurred. We have soothed ourselves with 
optimistic dreams about the future; we have attributed a 
falling off in students to a general recession in medical 
education, to the adoption of high entrance requirements : 
the weeding out of fifty per cent of the homeopathic medical 
colleges to an unjust discrimination against homeopathy. 
I fear that a more critical analysis will fail to establish the 
justice of this defense. 
Boston University School of Medicine is a " Class A " 
medical school, with full paid professors, university affilia-
tions, abundant clinical facilities. Its graduates are well 
qualified and creditably pass state board examinations. Its 
tuition fees are moderate. It offers every inducement to 
students of medicine, including scholarships; yet our school 
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is not getting its proportion of students ; in fact, is showing 
an alarming retrogression. 
This is an occasion for introspection. No body of medical 
men more deeply interested in homeopathy and in the future 
of our medical school could be assembled. We know the 
traditions of our school, the noble men who founded it, the 
great sacrifices made in its behalf, the struggle for existence, 
recognition and position ; the intelligence, purpose and worth 
of every man ; - deans, registrars, executive committee and 
faculty, and our beloved Dean Sutherland, under whose able 
direction our school has attained eminence as an educational 
institution. His devotion to her interests has been a per-
petual inspiration. His optimism has encouraged and 
cheered us through every vicissitude. 
We point with pride to names of those who have gone 
and with equal pride to those who are carrying the present 
burden. We extend to them the right hand of fellowship 
and would do our utmost to assist. 
Homeopathy is dear to all of us. We know its worth and 
have shared in its benefits. We have longed for the day 
when it should be recognized by the profession at large, but 
is that day approaching? Is it not possible that we alone 
shall have a clear conception of the great good it has 
wrought to mankind? 
We know the great revolution which has taken place in 
medicine, due largely to the influence of homeopathy. The 
school stood for freedom of medical thought, " a place in 
the sun " for those of advanced ideas, not recognized and 
prescribed by the regular school. 
The expulsion from membership in the Massachusetts 
Medical Society of Doctors Gregg, Talbot, Fuller, Bushnell, 
Thayer, Hoffendahl, Russell, De Gersdoff, Chase and Clapp, 
who were later to become the standard bearers of home-
opathy in New England and founders of Boston University 
School of Medicine, produced a sentiment strongly favorable 
to the new school of medicine. It shortly numbered among its 
patrons the names of many distinguished leaders in thought 
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and literature of half a century ago; among them, Nathaniel 
Hawthorne, Wendell Phillips, Julia Ward Howe, Louisa 
May Alcott, William Lloyd Garrison, Thomas Bailey Ald-
rich. Years of prosperity followed, with the foundation of 
Boston University School of Medicine, the Massachusetts 
Homeopathic Hospital, Westboro Insane Hospital, Massa-
chusetts Homeopathic Medical Society and kindred medical 
societies. The graduates in medicine were more numerous 
than before or since. 
During this period, a decidedly hostile attitude toward 
homeopathy was maintained by the dominant school. Just 
as long as a bitter controversy continued between the schools, 
homeopathy grew and prospered. 
How different to-day! Our medical school is recognized 
and rated by the American Medical Association in Class A. 
Our graduates are accepted by state boards. We are in-
vited to membership in the medical societies of the regular 
school. The Massachusetts Medical Society which expelled 
our physicians now extends to them the right hand of 
fellowship. · 
In early days, homeopathy stood for mild and gentle 
therapeutic measures, for radical reforms in materia medica, 
- the sugar pill instead of the nauseating draught. 
To the credit of the regular school, they copied our 
methods, diminished their doses, concealed unpleasant tastes 
with the sugar coat, They have adopted many of our 
remedies, prescribe them upon homeopathic indications, yet 
are ignorant of the law of similars. 
We have changed as much as they. We have increased 
our doses until many of us administer greater doses than 
they. We, as homeopaths, are no more in honor bound to 
follow the methods of Hahnemann than the regular school 
to follow Hippocrates. Many changes are wrought in a 
century. The whole realm of science is open to the phy-
sician to-day. We are criticized by the regular school for 
practicing a dogma. 
We claim that a homeopathic physician is " one who adds 
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to the knowledge of medicine a special knowledge of homeo-
pathic therapeutics. All that pertains to the great field 
of medical learning is his by tradition, by inheritance, by 
right." 
We now come to the crux of the question. What excuse 
exists to-day for the distinctive title "homeopathic?" For-
merly, there was an excuse, yes, an imperative necessity for 
a new school. Empirical medicine was dogmatic and in-
tolerant. The ethics of medicine permitted little deviation 
from accepted practice. The giving of drugs at that time 
was the chief function of the doctor. Emetics, purgatives, 
sweating, bleeding, etc. were universally employed. It was 
against these harsh and debilitating measures that Hahne-
mann raised his voice and founded a school of medicine 
opposed to methods then in vogue. 
The contest was on drug therapy. Large doses of toxic 
drugs, against attenuated doses, mild and harmless. This 
developed into a legitimate warfare between heroic and mild 
therapeutic measures. Hence, homeopathy presented itself 
to the layman with impelling force. 
Times have changed. The arts of medicine have changed. 
Surgery, electro-therapeutics, serology, the specialties of 
eye, ear, nose and throat have forced themselves to the front, 
while drug therapy has been pushed further and further into 
the background until it occupies a relatively minor position, 
especially in the dominant school. In the homeopathic 
school, the study of homeopathy occupies but a small pro-
portion of the curriculum. Nevertheless, we designate our 
school as homeopathic because within its walls homeopathy 
is taught. We are singling out one specialty to dominate 
and characterize the whole. Inasmuch as drug therapy 
does not occupy the conspicuous position which it formerly 
held and the general belief in the efficacy of drugs is dimin-
ishing rather than increasing, are we not attributing too 
much importance to our particular method of prescribing 
when we brand our broad and comprehensive medical train-
ing as distinctively homeopathic? Are we not weakening 
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our position as physician when we make use of the prefix 
homeopathic? Is a special type of medical man greater than 
the comprehensive title " physician " or does the qualifying 
adjective imply a bias, as being strongly inclined toward a 
special or distinctive method of drug therapy? Are we not 
inviting the criticism heaped upon us ? 
The argument for the removal of sectarianism from 
medicine is not based upon the fact that the student body 
in Boston University School of Medicine and other homeo-
pathic medical colleges is diminishing in number, but upon 
the broad principle of giving to every student in medicine 
a comprehensive course, which will include all that is known 
in the science of medicine. 
If our homeopathic colleges fail to give thorough training 
in physiological therapeutics, or if the dominant school with-
hold instruction in homeopathic therapeutics, both schools 
signally fail to impart the full and comprehensive training 
to which every scientific man is entitled. 
By making use of the term " homeopathic," we place our-
selves in a sect. We become partisan, sectarian, in the eyes 
of our more liberal brethren, bigotedly attached to the 
tenets of our sect. Whether this conforms to the definition 
we have chosen to adopt for a homeopathic physician, mat-
ters not; by all the world, we stand condemned. Freedom 
of thought and action, progress, the watchword of the hour, 
and great world achievements are not the fruits of creed 
~m~. ' 
Sectarianism is being eliminated from educational institu-
tions. Church has been largely separated from state. Medi-
cine to-day needs the same emancipation. Medical thought 
must be set free from every fetter, in order that its flight 
may be. boundless and no dogma must interpose where prog-
ress pomts the way. 
This doctrine has become so generally taught and be-
lieved that denominational institutions have suffered in com-
parison with those unshackled by sectarianism. The State 
of Massachusetts recently passed the Anti-Aid Bill, which 
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forbids the appropriation of public money for sectarian 
institutions. 
Homeopathy is not in a position so strong that it can dis-
regard the tendency of the times. 
We believe that homeopathy has largely accomplished its 
mission as an independent school of medicine. The differ-
ences in medical thought have progressively become less and 
less apparent. The prejudices against homeopathy have 
been largely eliminated. What our respected forbears suf-
fered from the arrogance of the dominant school will never 
be repeated. 
In holding to sectarianism in medicine, we are placing 
ourselves in the unenviable position of perpetuating a dogma 
in medicine, while our friends in the regular school claim 
a wider philosophy, unhamperel by any declaration of opin-
ion, always open to conviction, capable of accepting and 
adopting every phase of progress. 
In considering the application of the foregoing remarks 
to Boston University School of Medicine, it must be ap-
parent that our school is laboring under the opprobrium of 
sectarianism; that with the downward trend of homeopathy 
and the uncertainty of its future, the student of medicine 
is perturbed about the advisability of graduating from a 
sectarian medical college. 
He may acquire a medical education from a regular col-
lege without this undesirable distinction; later, he may 
practice as he chooses. If this be not the argument, why 
have so many sons of homeopathic physicians graduated 
from old school medical colleges? 
What would be the future of Boston University School 
of Medicine, were it to relinquish its distinctive title? 
Suppose it should discontinue shouting homeopathy in its 
catalogue, establish courses in therapeutics, materia medica, 
and pharmacology, exactly as taught by representative regu-
lar colleges, by professors and instructors without homeo-
pathic proclivities and allied with old school hospitals. The 
course of didactic instruction could then compare favorably, 
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in fact be identical with, the instruction obtainable in any 
regular school of medicine. 
Clinical teaching in old school methods and practice could 
be elaborated in hospitals in which the teaching staff held 
appointments. 
Boston University School of Medicine would then be 
recognized as a regular college by the Council of Medical 
Education of the American Medical Association and the 
distinguishing letter "H" would then be removed. Now, 
in addition to the course as above described, let Boston 
University School of Medicine give the strongest possible 
compulsory course in homeopathy. Our school would then 
have this distinctive attraction over and above other regular 
medical colleges, as it would make compulsory a study of 
both the regular and homeopathic methods of drug pre-
scribing. It would be the only regular medical college which 
would include in its curriculum a comprehensive study of 
homeopathy. 
Would such a change in Boston University School ot 
Medicine in reality be a loss to homeopathy? It might be 
so considered by homeopathic medical societies and many 
homeopathic physicians. 
If our school should by this change increase its student 
body ten fold, there would be graduating yearly ten men, 
educated and qualified to practice homeopathy to one man 
under the present regime. This would be a tremendous 
step forward in the promulgation of the gospel of home-
opathy. 
We cannot claim that all graduates would strictly adhere 
to homeopathic prescribing any more than our graduates 
to-day can be considered strict Hahnemanians. We would, 
however, educate each man in both methods of practice; and 
thus qualified, he becomes a free agent to practice as he may 
choose. 
May we not hope that inasmuch as regular medicine has 
no law of prescribing, the law of similars might appeal to 
him with impelling force ? 
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As a member of the board of trustees of Boston Uni-
versity, I bring you a message from its pre;;ident, which 
I take pleasure in reading. 
Our president, under whose guidance Boston University 
has risen to the second largest university in New England, 
is expressing his aspirations for our medical department. 
He calls our attention to the future, when it is hoped that 
a large dental institute, in conjunction with our medical 
school, shall become a flourishing department of the 
university. 
Sectarianism may stand in the way of this project. As 
the first two years for the degree of D. M. D. are spent in 
common with students seeking the degree M. D., the benefits 
which would accrue to the medical school are beyond debate. 
May we not, with our honored president, have dreams for 
the future of our medical school, when by dropping its 
distinctive title, it shall be emancipated from the odium of 
sectarianism, when students may graduate from our school 
without fear or prejudice. The realization of this dream 
may not be distant. It is easily within our comprehension. 
It may be realized without relinquishing a steadfast belief, 
without retrenchment in the teaching of homeopathy. 
We are neither preaching heresy, nor betraying the tra-
ditions of our forbears, who, themselves, smarting under 
the lash of dogmatic intolerance, founded a new school of 
medicine, wherein existed freedom of thought and action, -
the right to practice medicine unhampered by tradition. 
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STUDENTS OF BOSTON UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF MEDICINE FROM 1897 
TO DATE 
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The faculty at its meeting of February 27, after listening 
to this report and after a long discussion voted to appoint 
a committee to investigate the practicability of these changes 
and report back to the full faculty at an early meeting. 
This committee, composed of Drs. Sutherland, Allen, 
Briggs, Wood, Watters, Howard, Wells, Pollock, and 
Patch submitted its report in the form of resolutions, 
presented to the faculty at its meeting of March 13, 1918. 
The faculty, on the report of the committee, adopted the 
following Resolutions : 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the committee recom-
mend to the full faculty of Boston University School of Medicine 
at their meeting on March 13, that if approved, this committee with 
the addition of Professor W eysse, be continued, and that it secure 
as far as possible written statements from individual alumni of 
their opinion of the desirability of the abolishment of sectarianism, 
and the establishment of chairs in old-school therapeutics; and from 
such homeopathic organizations as it may deem advisable; that it 
endeavor to secure complete information as to what changes will be 
approved by the Council of Medical Education of the American 
Medical Association to ensure the non-sectarian registration of this 
school; that it ascertain what financial support will be given by 
Boston University; that it make further investigations and perform 
such duties as are advisable; that it report progress to the full 
faculty and submit final report to the governing faculty soon, and 
not later than January 1, 1919. 
J. EMMONS BRIGGS, Chairman 
JOHN P. SUTHERLAND 
FRANK w. PATCH 
DAVID w. WELLS 
HENRY M. POLLOCK 
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W. H. WATTERS, Secretary 
E. E. ALLEN 
CHARLES T. HOWARD 
NELSON M. Woon 
DR. N. P. COLWELL, Secretary, 
Council on Medical Education, 
American Medical Association. 
My dear Dr. Colwell, 
March 25, 1918. 
A committee has been authorized to make further investi-
gations concerning the proposed changes in our school of 
medicine. The next step is to prepare a confidential state-
ment, to be submitted to the alumni. This, however, we 
do not want to do unless we have definite reasons for believ-
ing that by the changes proposed, we shall no longer be 
classified by the association or by the council, as homeo-
pathic. Will these additions to the courses of study and 
the absence of our own declaration that we are homeopathic 
be sufficient? 
How and when are these matters of classification and 
designation by the association or council decided ? Does 
the council decide them or do they require the action of the 
entire association, or is there a committee or some other 
body with such power? 
With all good wishes, I am · 
Faithfully yours, 
(Signed) L. H. M URLIN. 
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AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION 
C 01mcil on Medical Education 
DR. L. H. M URLIN' 
535 NORTH DEARBORN STREET, CHICAGO, 
March 27, 1918. 
President, Boston University, 
Boston, Mass. 
Dear Mr. Murlin, 
Your letter of March 25 has been received and read with 
interest. The council has established no rules in regard to 
homeopathic as distinguished from regular or any other 
class of medical school. Its ratings are applied to all alike, 
irrespective of any particular method of teaching. The con-
clusion as to whether a school is to be classified as non-
sectarian, or as homeopathic, eclectic or other school, is one 
for each institution to decide and requires no action by the 
council. 
Your medical school has thus far been classified among 
homeopathic schools because it evidently was such, from the 
fact that it taught only homeopathic materia medica and 
therapeutics and that its clinical teaching was entirely in a 
homeopathic hospital, by homeopathic physicians. Confir-
mation of this may be seen by reference to homeopathy on 
pages II, 15 and 17, and more particularly on pages 22 and 
23, of the forty-fifth annual announcement of your school 
of medicine. On the other hand, no statement appears any-
where in regard to the teaching of the usual form of materia 
medica and pharmacology. Just so soon as your school shall 
announce and teach courses in materia medica, therapeutics 
and practice of medicine similar to those taught in other 
non-sectarian medical schools, and publish in its announce-
ment that the school is non-sectarian, it will be grouped 
among non-se~tarian institutions. So long as the non-sec-
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tarian position of the school is regularly announced in your 
catalogue, I would see no objection to your continuing 
courses in homeopathic materia medica, therapeutics, and 
practice if those courses are not overemphasized. 
As you will see from the above, we have heretofore classi-
fied the Boston University School of Medicine as a homeo-
pathic institution because it preferred that classification. If 
it prefers the non-sectarian attitude and its announcements 
clearly show that it has become non-sectarian, we are willing 
to so group it. 
I do not see how I can possibly get away to make an 
Eastern trip prior to the Annual Meeting of the American 
Medical Association in June. If by any chance you or any 
of your committee come this way in the meantime, I shall be 
very glad to talk with you. 
Trusting I have made our position clear, I am 
Very sincerely yours, 
(Signed) N. P. COLWELL, 
Secretary. 
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Letter Sent to the Faculty 
March 22, 1918. 
Dear Doctor, 
Last evening, at a meeting of the committee on reor-
ganization, it was voted to publish letters not exceeding one 
hundred and fifty words, from individual members of the 
faculty, in a booklet clearly setting forth their opinions 
concerning : -
First. The advisability of abolishing sectarianism. 
Second. The establishment of courses in "old school" 
therapeutics. 
This booklet, to be sent to our alumni, will clearly state 
the arguments in favor of the proposed changes and the 
opinion of each alumnus will be requested. 
Inasmuch as several members of the faculty, in replying 
to our previous communication, have assumed a premise 
wholly unwarranted, in claiming that the abolishment of 
homeopathy is contemplated, the committee wishes to go on 
record as unqualifyingly opposed to any abrogation in the 
teaching of homeopathy. 
It is hoped that your interest in the future of Boston 
University School of Medicine will prompt you to express 
your views for publication by concisely answering the above 
two questions. 
Yours very sincerely, 
J. EMMONS BRIGGS, 
Chairman Committee on R eorgani::Jation. 
From a total of seventy-seven members of 
the full faculty, sixty-seven replies have 
been received, and are appended. 
April 20, 1918. 
JouN P. SUTHERLAND, Dean. 
To the first question my answer is "No." 
To the second question I likewise answer" No." 
The " sectarian designation" of the school, as I understand the 
term, refers to 
First. The " H " used in the American Medical Association's 
classification of medical schools, and in the medical directories where 
" H " stands for homeopathic or homeopathist; 
Sec01id. The reputation of the school based on the fact that it 
was brought into existence for the special purpose of teaching 
homeopathy; that its teaching staff has been composed in the 
main of earnest, capable and devoted men and women who have 
been noted for their allegiance to homeopathy; and that its gradu-
ates have been uniformly successful physicians, surgeons and special-
ists of wide usefulness; 
Third. Its affiliations with the Massachusetts Homeopathic 
Hospital, the American Institute of Homeopathy and homeopathic 
interests generally as represented by state societies, state institu-
tions, etc. ; and 
Fourth. Its advertisements or declarations of aims and purposes 
as set forth in its various " Announcements." 
The title of the school, the " Boston University School of Medi-
cine," and the diploma of graduation, neither of them refers in any 
way to homeopathy; therefore there is no " sectarian designation " 
in either to be removed. 
By removing the designation " H " the school is in a sense de-
classified, that is, it has nothing special to offer, for it then becomes 
just one of the ordinary group of medical schools without color or 
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distinctiveness. The " sectarian designation " " H " stands for a 
principle,· a gttiding rnle; for the gentlest, safest and sanest system 
of medical practice ever devised, invented or discovered by man. 
"H " stands for something exceedingly definite, stable, practical 
and useful. Why should it then be cast aside or ignored, and an 
" R " substituted for it in connection with our school? " R " stands 
for an indefinite pharmaco-therapeutics called " rational," which ac-
knowledges no principle or guiding rule; that is founded on theory 
and empiricism; that changes therefore with every change of theory, 
with every new discovery, and often merely on the dictum of some 
popular " authority." It seems to me, therefore, very undesirable 
for the school to be classified as " R," as must be the case if the 
"H " is dropped. 
The reputation, influence and accomplishments of the school will 
live in the memories of thousands of people, and cannot be arbi-
trarily eradicated, for there are many today, both in and out of the 
profession, who feel convinced by reason and experience that they 
possess in the rule of "symptom similarity" a method of pharmaco-
therapeutics distinctly superior in many ways to any other method 
known, and who could not consent to any procedure that would re-
sult in the dwarfing of the significance of the "H." 
As to the affiliations of the school mentioned above, the substi-
tution of the "R," and what it entails, for the "H" might well pro-
duce results which it would be wise to anticipate. 
As to the declaration of aims and purposes, if the " R " should be 
substituted for the "H " or combined with it, future "Announce-
ments " of the school would require the subtlety of a Machiavelli 
to avoid giving offense to the partisans of both schools. 
The relative stability of homeopathy is in marked contrast with 
the mutability shown, for instance, during the past thirty-five years 
in what by some is called old school pharmaco-therapeutics. 
During this brief period drug after drug has been introduced with 
loud acclaim as a wonderful discovery, only to be cast aside within 
a very few years as useless or positively injurious. Why under such 
historical facts should anyone covet the " R"? 
Pharmaco-therapeutics without a guiding rule is like a ship with-
out a rudder. Twenty-three centuries of pharmaco-therapeutic 
empiricism has failed to evolve any distinctly and positively cura-
tive principle other than the homeopathic. The antipathic and 
heteropathic principles, though hoary with age and tradition, are 
chiefly palliative. I cannot see, then, why the " sectarian designa-
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tion " " H,'' which so often is as the rudder of a ship, should be 
obliterated. 
The tendency of our age, in all things social, political, commercial, 
educational, religious, medical, is to specialize, and in things phar-
maco-therapeutical Hahnemann specialized, and so has Boston Uni-
versity School of Medicine. Its unsought "sectarian designation " 
or, what is better, its " specialty" is not a disgrace, a something to 
be ashamed of, or hidden away in a closet. Its " specialty" is sug-
gestive of something not to be had everywhere, of something to be 
brought into prominence as worthy of earnest study and investiga-
tion. Therefore the designation as indicating the possession of a 
specialty should be retained. 
The plea for the introduction of the teaching of old school 
therapeutics by old school instructors (the term "old school" 
being unscientific and objectionable, if not offensive) is nothing but 
a thin and unconvincing camouflage. To introduce into our curricu-
lum the teaching of a therapeutics that is chiefly palliative (anti-
pathic methods) or vaguely and indirectly curative (heteropathic or 
allopathic methods) seems equivalent to announcing that home-
opathy- as practiced by us - is inadequate and unsatisfactory. To 
pretend allegiance to homeopathy, while at the same time we are 
renouncing it as an adequate therapeutic method (substituting the 
"R" for the" H "), is a curious inconsistency. For a Mohammedan, 
a Buddhist, or a pagan to introduce Christianity into his teaching 
would be considered progressive and praiseworthy by the world at 
large, but for a Christian to advocate and teach Confucianism, Mo-
hammedanism, Buddhism, etc., because these systems of religion 
contain some commendable features, would be looked upon as a very 
destructive liberalism. 
We are advised to lay less stress on the fact that we are teaching 
homeopathy; to emphasize less the affiliations of the school with 
the Massachusetts Homeopathic Hospital ; to ally ourselves with 
forces whose pharmaco-therapeutic principles (or lack of principles) 
we do not approve of; to teach methods of practice against which 
homeopathy for over one hundred years has been a potent and 
living protest. This, to me, savors too much of expediency, - and 
does not have my endorsement. 
By all means let medical students be thoroughly instructed in all 
that is known concerning Drug Pathogenesy, and in antipathic and 
heteropathic, as well as homeopathic therapeutics, but the enticing 
and perilous possibilities of antipathic and heteropathic methods 
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should never be lost sight of. The intelligent and cautious use of 
digitalis in cardiac decompensation, of opium in agonizing incurable 
pain, of ether for surgical anaesthesia, of ferrum in chlorosis, of 
mercury in syphilis, and quinine in acute intermittents may in suit-
able cases prove an inestimable blessing, but at the present time we 
are discussing principles underlying drug therapeutics, and not iso-
lated instances of the therapeutic application of drugs. 
It would appear that advocates of the proposed modifications of 
our curriculum are not familiar with the fact that a course has been 
given in the school in which students have been made "particularly 
familiar with what may and what may not be expected of such drugs 
as are commonly employed by practitioners for other than their 
homeopathic action." This is in line with Hahnemann's own in-
junction that the physician " should clearly comprehend what is cura-
tive in drugs in general, and in each drug in particular; that is, he 
should possess a perfect knowledge of medicinal powers." (Conrad 
Wesselhoeft's translation of the "Organon," third paragraph.) 
As I understand it, the advocacy of the proposed changes is based 
not on any sound pedagogical, ethical or scientific reasons, but ill 
urged as a measure of expediency. This seems to me too much like 
a sacrifice of principle and idealism, and therefore has neither my 
aympathy nor approval. 
WALTER WESSELHOEFT, Emeritus Professor of Clinical Medicine. 
First. A sectarian school appears to me an anachronism; hence 
I do not give my opinion in its favor. Nevertheless, the introduc-
tion of "old school" teachers into the faculty cannot do otherwise 
than place this school in a secondary place. 
Second. The teaching of homeo-therapeutics can be conducted 
in the Boston University Medical School in no way save by a post 
graduate course. This I favor, since from the outset I have con-
tended for lectures on this specialty, to doctors only. 
But how this would tend to meet the problems now raised, I fail 
to see. The founders of the school had in view the teaching of 
homeopathy; and the funds originally given were for this purpose. 
Hence, moral and legal questions now arise to complicate the 
scientific one proposed. 
J. WILKINSON CLAPP, Emeritus Professor of Pharmaceutics. 
I am in favor of the removal of the sectarian designation of 
our school, and also I favor the establishment of such chairs in 
so-called " old school " therapeutics as would necessarily be required 
by such action. 
I believe that we will gain in strength by so doing. 
NATHANIEL W. EMERSON, Emeritus Professor of Gynecology. 
The impossibility of clearly setting forth proper opinions con-
cerning this matter in one hundred and fifty words is so absurd 
that I will not even attempt it. There never was, nor will there 
ever be, a worse time to bring this question up. We have now the 
best opportunity through our Base Hospitals to demonstrate our 
worth sponsored by sympathetic officials, and it is an insult to the 
men devoting their lives to these hospitals for so insignificant a 
group as ours to raise any question about the value of homeopathy. 
This whole matter should be deferred at least until the end of the 
war. I am unqualifiedly and unreservedly opposed to the proposed 
changes in the school, but am equally desirous of seeing some 
changes made which will better the present policy of the school. 
HERBERT C. CLAPP, Emeritus Professor of Diseases of the Chest. 
First. It depends altogether on what is meant by sectarianism. 
If the teaching of our school is in accordance with the American 
Institute of Homeopathy's definition of a homeopathic physician, 
it has now no sectarianism to abolish. 
Second. In accordance with the American Institute's definition, 
I think proper instruction should be given in old school therapeutics. 
There are many reasons, however, why it would be better to have 
this instruction given by physicians in our own ranks rather than by 
members of the old school. 
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BOWAIID P. BELLOWS, Professor of Otology. 
If the two-fold plan proposed is the only way, or is unquestionably 
the fiery best way, in which to save the school I should be in favor 
of carrying it out, but not at the expense of the homeopathy which 
still remains in the school. That, I believe, should be conserved and 
nrengthened and not weakened. The old school instruction, if in-
troduced, I believe should be so authoritative that its honest and 
,enuine quality will be recognized and fully acknowledged in the 
old school. The Homeopathic Hospital, I believe, should be main-
tained as distinctively as possible as a homeopathic institution, and 
the old school therapeutists should demonstrate their method clini-
cally in some corresponding old school hospital. Study and observa-
tion of both methods of practice by our students, if required and 
laonestly carried out, would offer, I believe, a new hope for the 
recognition of the homeopathic principle in therapeutics. 
HORACE PACKARD, Professor of Surgery. 
The trend of events in the medical world points to a final, full, and 
complete amalgamation of the two dominant schools of medicine. 
A mere difference in therapeutic belief and practice is not suffi-
cient reason for perpetuation of sectarianism in medicine. 
Vast numbers of old school physicians use homeopathically pre-
pared drugs on recommendations found in homeopathic text books. 
The mass of physicians of the homeopathic school have always 
employed old school drugs when in their opinion conditions in 
individual cases called for them. 
If there are any old school colleges which fail to train their 
students in, at least, the rudimentary principles and practice of 
homeopathy; if there are any homeopathic colleges which fail to 
train their students in the fundamentals of traditional medicine, they 
both fail in just that measure to deliver to the public that which it 
wants and should receive. 
Sectarianism in medicine has practically spontaneously ceased. 
The sooner it is wholly wiped out, the better. 
Establish a department of pharmacology and include in it both 
traditional and scientific drug therapy. 
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N. EMMONS PAINE, Professor of Mental Diseases. 
My opinions are: 
First. The advisability of abolishing sectarianism? Yes. 
Second. The establishment of courses in "old school" thera-
peutics? Yes. 
But now, after answering these quest ions, please allow me to 
explain my opinions in this way : 
I believe the whole of medical truth should be taught in every 
medical school in so far as the prescribed limits of time will permit. 
I believe a medical school approximates perfection in proportion 
to the breadth and depth of the medical truth it teaches. Therefore, 
any school, teaching either " old school " or homeopathic therapeutics 
exclusively, or any other single method of treatment, is not furnish-
ing a well-rounded course to its graduates. 
I believe that Boston University School of Medicine, by such 
breadth of teaching, wilt stand still higher in the future than in 
the past, and higher than any college whatsoever where only a part 
of medical truth is taught. 
GEORGE B. R1cE, Professor of Diseases of Nose and Throat. 
In my opinion the Boston University School of Medicine should 
teach modern medicine in all its branches. This of course includes 
the teaching of the principles and practice of homeopathy, and the 
chairs in this specialty should be made stronger. 
I think, also, the course in distinctively modern medicine should 
be taught by one who believes that drugs given for their physio-
logical effect are useful in the treatment of the sick; one who has 
hospital connections, and a wide experience. 
This reconstructive process is, I am sure, necessary if the school 
is to fulfil its obligations to its students, and to the public. Such 
reconstruction would naturally lead to the giving up of a sectarian 
designation. 
GEORGE R. SOUTHWICK, Professor of Gynecology. 
It is very desirable to have the Boston University School of Medi-
cine classed among the regular schools of medicine. 
The public classifies the physicians by their methods of practice 
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without regard to school of graduation or society affiliations and it 
will continue to do so. 
The addition to the present teaching in Boston University School 
of Medicine of two courses in physiological ther.ipeutics, fully equal 
in all respects to that taught in Class A regular schools, and as a 
part of required work for graduation, is desirable. It is in harmony 
with the high traditions of the school. It is in keeping with a 
resolution adopted by the American Institute of Homeopathy. 
A medical school specializing in therapeutics ::md thoroughly drill-
ing its students in the use of remedies for the sick is greatly needed 
in this age of pessimistic teaching of drug action. 
F. P. BATCHELDER, Professor of Physiology. 
As the so-called " sectarian designation " is 'based upon the teach-
ing and practice of homeopathic medicine in Boston University 
School of Medicine and its allied institutions, I lack convincing 
evidence that such designation can be permanently removed without 
qualifying or abrogating such teaching and practice. I stand un-
reservedly for the best possible teaching and demonstration of 
homeopathic medicine and therapeutics. 
Existing courses i-n pharmacology, etc., may well be amplified, and 
clinical and laboratory courses in so-called " physiological medicine " 
inaugurated in order that the student may acquire an adequate 
knowledge of pharmaco-therapy in its entirety. 
Gm. H. EARL, Professor of Obstetrics. 
I am heartily in favor of aboli shing sectarianism, and any designa-
tion of Boston University School of Medicine, as a sectarian medical 
achoo!. 
.Al.ro, I am in favor of establishing courses in " old school" 
therapeutics. 
A. W. Wr.YSSE, Professor of Experimental Physiology. 
Concerning the removal of the sectarian designation of the school, 
let me say that I am in favor of such action and of the consequent 
necessary changes in the curriculum. 
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W. H. W ATIERS, Professor of Pathology. 
I am heartily in favor of the abolition of sectarianism i~ Boston 
University School of Medicine because I believe it to be a relic of 
the past and to have no place in modern medicine. I further believe 
that the school was sectarian, not by its own choice, but by the 
action of others who now also recognize the lack of wisdom of 
their former action. Concerning the establishment of a chair teach-
ing non-homeopathic materia medica, I think that this is also a wise 
procedure. 
All of this I believe will favor the wider recognition of the law 
underlying the homeopathic application of drugs, a law in which I 
believe strongly. 
EDWARD E. ALLEN, Registrar and Professor of Anatomy. 
I do not favor the abolition of the term "homeopathy" attached 
to our school, for the following reasons : 
First. Because it will do no good as long as we teach it in the 
school and demonstrate it in the hospital. 
Second. We have no legitimate reason for existence as a medical 
school in New England except as we teach homeopathy and demon-
strate it. 
I do not favor the establishment of old school therapeutics taught 
by old school teachers in our college: 
Because we can do it ourselves as well as they. 
Please understand that I do not object to the teaching of the whole 
of medicine. I think it should be done, but let us do it ourselves. 
J. HERBERT MooRE, Professor of Diseases of Children. 
Teach everything valid in medicine, including all valid methods 
and measures of therapeutics acknowledged and practiced by rep-
utable physicians. 
Make all such teaching compulsory in all co!leges, including teach-
ing of valid principles and practice of homeopathy in old school col-
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leges, and teaching of valid non-homeopathic drug action in homeo-
pathic colleges. 
Then will all designations automatically remove themselves; such 
aa old school, homeopathic and unwarranted opprobrium sectarian. 
Establish chair of physiological drug therapeutics, based upon 
physiological drug action of pharmacology. 
All other valid therapeutics are already taught, including homeo-
pathic therapeutics, based upon similar specific drug action of 
pbarmacodynamics. 
We then automatically become a regular medical school, but one 
in which homeopathy is taught, and with a faculty which will refuse 
to withhold official recognition or acknowledgment of homeopathic 
teaching in the curriculum. 
Entitled to this recognition, we request the "R" and "H," not 
" R " in place of " H " in letter tabulation. 
J. EMMONS BRIGGS, Professor of Clinical Surgery. 
I am favorably inclined toward the elimination of the sectarian 
designation of our medical school, and the establishment of what-
ever chairs may be required to teach all of medicine. My opinions 
are elaborated in my report as secretary of the finance committee, 
herewith published. 
Au.AN WINTER RowE, Professor of Chemistry. 
For me to answer the two questions recently sent me must involve 
a preliminary consideration of the question which brought them into 
being and which they are designed to answer, - namely, the definite 
diminution in the student body at the medical school. Until a 
thorough canvas be made of the causes of this diminution, a con-
sideration of their relative correctability and an estimate of the 
dominance of the sectarian factor, I cannot record myself as con-
vinced of the desirability of changing our designation. As to the 
establishment of the chairs proposed, while I understand that the 
American Medical Association is officially on record that such a 
course would remove the school's sectarian disability, I feel that 
in the minds of profession and laity alike such an act would connote 
a disingenuousness wholly regrettable. For this reason, I cannot 
record myself as approving of the course proposed. 
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FRANK W. PATCH, Professor of Materia Medica. 
First. I do not object to the abolishment of the sectarian designa-
tion of the Boston University School of Medicine, providing the 
teaching of homeopathy can be safeguarded and strengthened in 
any reorganization that may take place. 
Second. I believe in the broadest possible teaching that shall cover 
all phases of drug knowledge, consequently I do not object to the 
establishment of courses in " old school " therapeutics, as I fully be-
lieve that homeopathy can stand the test of comparison under all 
circumstances. 
DAVID W. WFiLS, Professor of Ophthalmology. 
First. I believe the medical school of a university should not be 
limited by a sectarian designation. It should be so broad in its teach-
ing as to merit the loyal support of the whole university, regardless 
of any personal prejudices in the line of therapeutic practice. I trust 
that prospective students will recognize the advantages offered by 
Boston University School of Medicine if this handicap is removed. 
Second. Didactic and clinical instruction in " old school " medicine 
should be introduced, first, because necessary to the abolition of sec-
tarianism; second, because essential to a medical education; and third, 
because it will give a student the opportunity of forming an intelli-
gent opinion of the relative value of the two forms of treatment, since 
it is proposed not only to continue but extend homeopathic teaching 
and practice. 
DEWITT G. WILcox, Professor of Clinical Gynaecology. 
Believing as I do in the fundamental truth of the law of similars, 
I am desirous of seeing that truth taught to the greatest possible 
number of medical students. 
New discoveries have materially changed the practice of medi-
cine. Prescribing the internal remedy is today but a small part of 
that practice. Hence it is neither logical nor fair to conduct a 
medical school founded upon something which is but a part of the 
whole. 
The present-day medical student is fully aware of this fact, and 
however great his desire of acquiring knowledge of homeopathic 
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medicine, he hesitates in spending four years in a so-called sectarian 
school. The result is that the sectarian schools are losing students, 
and will continue to do so until we abolish sectarianism and teach all 
there is to be taught in medicine, putting the emphasis upon homeo-
pathic therapeutics. 
CHAS. H. THOMAS, Professor of Clinical Medicine. 
First. I believe the medical school should live up to its advertised 
promises (see Boston Medical and Surgical Journal) in which 
nothing is said of homeopathy in the curriculum, and it is offered 
as a special subject, practically elective. The students and graduates 
are handicapped by a suggestion of sectarianism when they apply 
for public offices or government service. 
Second. Who were the founders of the medical school? Grad-
uates of so-called old school colleges, and it is to them that all credit 
is due for the success of the hospital and medical schools. Medical 
practice and opinion has changed since then, therefore a change is 
consistent in the policy of the school. Have the different systems 
taught by the very best men obtainable, compare results, and recog-
nize the constitutional right of every person to his own opinion. 
I therefore favor the change in both instances. 
ALONZO G. HowARD, Professor of Orthopedic Surgery. 
My first four reasons for favoring the establishment of chairs in 
regular therapeutics and removing sectarian designation from Boston 
University School of Medicine are: 
First. That the school now claims to teach physiological and reg-
ular therapeutics, but is not doing so in any recognized way. 
Second. It is a decided detriment to the young graduate of any 
school to go out into the world tagged as a " sectarian practitioner." 
Third. It is increasingly difficult to induce students to enter our 
medical school, because of this sectarian designation. 
Fourth. It is right and just to students, and all concerned, that 
the regular therapeutics should be taught alongside of the homeo-
pathic therapeutics, and that the sectarian designation should be 
removed; because it will remove prejudice, ill-feeling and misunder-
standing, and will result in a larger and more prosperous Boston 
University School of Medicine. 
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PERCY G. BROWNE, Professor of Diseases of Chest. 
I am in favor of abolishing the sectarian designation of Boston 
University School of Medicine and the establishment of courses in 
old school therapeutics. 
WESLEY T. LEE, Professor of Diseases of Skin. 
I believe: 
First. That the trend of modern medical belief and practice, and 
of public opinion, is away from sectarianism in medicine; that the 
graduates from a sectarian school are, to a certain degree, limited in 
their opportunities and influences by their sectarian designation; and 
that the present conditions in our own school strongly indicate the 
advisability of abolishing sectarianism. 
Second. That, under existing conditions, the most feasible method 
of effecting this change seems to be the establishment of a depart-
ment of "old school" therapeutics and practice, in charge of a recog-
nized leader in the " regular school," with capable assistants and hos-
pital affiliations in addition to those offered by our own institution. 
EDWIN P. RUGGLES, Associate Professor of Obstetrics. 
I favor the elimination of the sectarian designation of our medical 
school and the establishment of whatever courses may be necessary 
in order to teach all of medicine. 
NELSON M. Woon, Associate Professor of Clinical Medicine. 
I wish to be recorded as heartily in favor of removing the sec-
tarian designation of the school and establishing whatever chairs are 
needed to accomplish that result. 
EDWARDS. CALDERWOOD, Associate Professor of A1iatomy. 
I believe it to be for the best interests of our school that courses 
in allopathic materia medica be introduced and that the school be 
placed upon a non-sectarian basis. 
The trend of the times is toward breadth of thought in all lines 
and against sectarianism ; in the sciences and in religion as well as in 
medicine. 
I believe it is this influence on the prospective medical students and 
not agitation against homeopathy which keeps them from coming to 
our school. 
I also feel that a comprehensive knowledge of both systems of 
medicine will strengthen the faith of our students in homeopathy. 
The fact that many of our best homeopathic prescribers have re-
ceived their medical education in allopathic schools bears me out in 
this belief. 
N. H. HOUGHTON, Associate Professor of Diseases of Nose and 
Throat. 
I am in favor of dropping the sectarian designation of our medical 
school and of adding a chair of so-called old school therapeutics. 
CHARLES T. HOWARD, Associate Professor of Clinical Surgery. 
Fifty years ago, when empiricism was the sole criterion of medical 
practice, there was a logical reason for the existence and controver-
sies of the different schools of medicine. There is no longer occasion 
for dogma or cult. Moreover, drug-therapy has been demoted from 
its position of preeminence to one of secondary importance. There-
fore I feel that we are no longer justified in graduating students 
from Boston University School of Medicine branded with any sec-
tarian designation whatsoever, but must turn out physicians thor-
oughly trained in all branches of medicine including homeopathy. 
In order to accomplish this it is essential that we should introduce 
into our curriculum strong chairs of so-called old school therapeutics 
and clinical medicine occupied by the strongest old school men we 
can find. 
I am heartily in favor of both of the proposed changes insomuch 
as I believe it will strengthen and not weaken the cause of home-
opathy. 
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FREDERICK W. HALSEY, Associate Professor of Diseases of Rectum. 
I can see no possible objection to teaching old school materia 
medica and therapeutics by members of such school, in our college. 
I should like to live long enough to see such reciprocity shown us 
in some of their leading schools. I fear I shall not. 
Ca.n sectarianism be abolished in our college without including our 
hospital and our medical societies? Possibly not immediately, but 
would not this follow inevitably? Should this be the result could 
any form of abrogation be more complete? 
I leave the solution of this problem for wiser heads than mine. 
ALBERT W. HoRR, Associate Professor of Ophthalmology. 
I am strongly in favor of doing away with the sectarian designa-
tion of the school, if this can be done by giving a complete course in 
all that is good in medicine. By giving thorough courses in physio-
logic therapeutics, we will give our students that which, I believe, 
every student of modern medicine ought to receive. This can be 
done without in the least abridging the theoretical and clinical teach-
ing of homeopathy. Let us so broaden our curriculum that we can 
truthfully say that our students have every advantage that any insti-
tution can give and in addition are receiving thorough instruction 
in the principles of homeopathy. 
I believe the present sectarian designation of our school is keeping 
away many desirable students. If we can, by changing the curricu-
lum as proposed, increase the number of students we can then 
teach homeopathy to a much larger number. ' 
FREDERICK W. COLBURN, Associate Professor of Otology. 
Boston University School of Medicine wants and should have all 
there is in medicine. This includes medicine as taught by the so-
called dominant school as well as homeopathy. 
We are physicians first, and if we use the homeopathic method of 
prescribing, all the better. 
J. ARNOLD ROCKWELL, Lecturer on Diseases of the Stomach and 
Intestines. 
There sho~ld be no restrictions to the thorough, comprehensive 
and progressive education of medical students. If such a policy in-
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volves the sectarian question and makes the earlier divisions in the 
medical profession untenable, we should not sacrifice high standards 
of preparatory medical training for sectarian bigotry. 
Materia medica and pharmacology are necessary to a physician's 
education, and the subject should receive the broadest and most 
searching analysis, especially along strictly scientific teaching, lab-
oratory teaching included. The more complete such a course, the 
sooner will the best of homeopathy be made a permanent element in 
all medical teaching. We should, therefore, require the teaching of 
both so-called schools of materia medica. If by so doing the name 
" homeopathy " is lost to our school, the fundamental principle will 
most certainly live and bring back to its founder great renown. 
CLARENCE CRANE, Lecturer on Surgery. 
Let us train men and women so that they may take their places in 
the medical profession with all opportunities open to them. I know 
a student preparing for the study of medicine, but who cannot enter 
Boston University School of Medicine because a missionary society 
will not accept the diploma of our school. Here is a pupil for our 
school, could we give a non-sectarian diploma. 
We have an excellent medical school practically lying idle, which 
should be used to its full capacity. 
I am in full accord with the spirit of these changes, for I believe it 
the best way to help our Alma Mater. 
THOMAS E. CHANDLER, Lecturer on Surgical Pathology. 
Sectarianism, no matter how broad the curriculum, always stands 
for narrowness in the scientific and lay mind. Sectarianism always 
penalizes the graduate by reducing the opportunity of the graduates. 
Sectarianism masks all the truth in an effort to make a fraction of 
it apparent. All therapeutics should be taught, because it is unfair 
that a student should have to compete with old school therapeutics 
when he understands only homeopathy. He will understand homeo-
pathy better if he understands old school therapy better. 
Medical therapeutics comprises such a small fraction of curative 
methods that it is not fair to the student that that small fraction 
should inhibit his development. He will wonder about the other 
methods and will use them ignorantly and disastrously, and his 
patients, his school and his homeopathy will all suffer in consequence. 
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A. S. BRIGGS, Lecturer on Theory and Practice. 
I ~m in favor .of .abolishing sectarianism for the following reasons: 
Firs~. On prmc1ple. Sectarianism in a scientific institution is in-
defensible. 
Second. In the hope of getting a more favorable rating with the 
American. Medical. Association and the new government classification 
of accredited medical schools. 
Third. In ~he ~xpe.ctati?n of assistance from the general funds 
of Boston U01vers1ty, tf this change is made. 
Fourth. Because of the necessity of adopting some expedient in 
the present circumstances. 
In regard to establishing courses in " old school " therapeutics, 
inasmuch as this is necessary, I am in favor of it. 
LOWELL T. CLAPP, Lecturer on Pharmaceutics. 
~fter careful consideration, I believe that the establishment of 
chairs for the teaching of so-called " old school " therapeutics would 
strengthen Boston Unive~sity School of Medicine, and I feel that 
the removal of the sectarian designation of the school is wise. 
MARY A. LEAVITT, Lecturer on St"gical Ancesthesia. 
The majority of the graduates of our medical school, in recent 
years at least, are not only not proud to be known as homeopaths 
but are ca.re.ful. not to call themselves such. This fact is so generally 
true that. it .md1cates that the time is ripe to drop sectarianism. 
Esta~hshmg courses in " old school " therapeutics will broaden 
the horizon of students. As homeopaths we are supposed to know all 
the '.' old school " can teach us and add to that homeopathic thera-
peutic~. .Homeopathy will be as thoroughly taught as now but those 
~ot w1shmg to practice it will be better fitted to practice medicine 
m the way they desire. 
The rati~g of the school will be the same whether we are known 
as a secta.rian school, and whether we have courses in "old school " 
therapeutics. Th:r.efore I think we have everything to gain by these 
changes and positively nothing to lose. 
HARRY J. LEE, Lect1,rer on Surgical Anatomy. 
. I am stron.gly in favor of eliminating sectarianism and of establish-
mg courses m old school therapeutics. 
ERNEST M. JORDAN, Lecturer on Diseases of the Nervous System. 
Presumably, individually and collectively we seek the truth alone. 
Not believing that homeopathy embraces the whole truth nor any 
preponderating share of it, I have never shouted any claim to special 
qualifications because of having a diploma from an institution in 
which homeopathy is taught, nor do I believe that any man or in-
stitution, because of homeopathy, is warranted in making any claim 
to special qualifications. 
Therefore I am opposed to any attitude which results in our classi-
fication as sectarians in medicine. 
Seeking the whole truth, I believe that we should seize upon all of 
accepted value wherever it be found. 
LEROY M. S. MINER, Lecturer on Odontology. 
I favor the elimination of the sectarian designation of our medical 
school and the establishment of whatever courses may be necessary 
in order to teach all of medicine. 
I should be distinctly opposed to any abridgment in the teaching of 
homeopathy. 
CONRAD SMITH, Lecturer on Diseases of the Nose and Throat. 
This is not a question of dropping homeopathy from the curricu-
lum or a discussion of its merits. It is an expression of opinion. 
I am absolutely in favor of the two proposed changes. 
First. Sectarianism is passing. There is an increasing and proper 
opposition to sects, cults, and pathies. Unprejudiced investigation 
proves that sectarian schools are markedly losing in numbers, per-
sonnel and prestige. Their graduates are handicapped in regard to 
future opportunities. 
Second. Many homeopathic physicians p}'ide themselves on a pro-
found ignorance of old school therapeutics. Continuously challeng-
ing, through the American Institute, to a clinical test, they are 
evidently unwilling to submit this comparison to the students in 
the medical school curriculum. 
A medical student has the right to demand that he be taught the 
broad science of medicine, and taught it well. The higher grade of 
students will go where it is taught and where sectarianism will not 
handicap their future. 
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ARTHUR H. RING, Lecturer on Elementary N euro-Pathology. 
I believe in doing everything that may rid our medical school of 
ism, pathy, cult or sect designations. Scientific medicine should try 
honestly to glean and use the truth from them all. Our medical 
vision must see beyond drug therapy to a school conceived on the 
broadest possible basis. 
My conception of the kind of old school therapeutics needed is a 
cosmopolitan school which shall specialize in therapeutics, and in-
clude courses in every therapeutic method. I would teach all forms 
of drug therapy, as well as radiotherapy, hydrotherapy massage 
physical culture, electrotherapy, psychotherapy and osteop;thy. Th~ 
best teachers who could be obtained in each subject should be en-
listed regardless of their affiliations. 
If our school, which has undergone such persecution stands for 
anything - it should be therapeutic liberalism. Such a c~urse would 
open our doors to all without creed or bias - would be something 
new and would fill a real need. 
W. K. S. THOMAS, Lecturer on Minor Surgery. 
I favor the abolishing of sectarianism and the introduction of 
courses in old school therapeutics. 
GEORGE N. LAPHAM, Lecturer on P11lmonary Tttberc11losis. 
I heartily approve of the proposition to have a chair of old school 
therapeutics. 
It would seem the right and privilege of every medical student to 
have al! !he information possible concerning the theory and practice 
o~ med1cme, regardless of schools of practice, to properly fit him for 
his very responsible life work. He should be taught first to be a 
physician, in the broadest meaning of the term. 
Boston University Medical School has been a leader in educational 
reforms, and this contemplated change would once more demonstrate 
the wise and liberal policy that has characterized it in the past. 
I do not. believe. such a change, if adopted, would in any degree 
lessen the mterest m the study of homeopathy, but, while giving the 
student a broader knowledge of general medicine, would show him 
by contrast "the more excellent way," the value of scientific homeo-
pathic prescribing. 
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WILLARD A. PAUL, Lecturer on Theory and Practice. 
In answer to question I, I will say I am unalterably opposed to the 
removal of the name "homeopathic" from our school. 
We are not sectarian, we are universal. The " old school " is sec-
tarian, for they teach only a part of medicine. Giving up the name 
seems like hauling down the flag. Instead we must raise it higher. 
We must have more and better teaching of homeopathy; we must 
talk about it and relate more of our cures. There is a great and 
special demand for homeopathic physicians; we are bound to furnish 
them. We must keep the name and not leave thousands of physicians 
with a divorced Alma Mater. 
Question 2, Yes; have adequate and thorough courses in so-called 
" old school " therapeutics, as well as in everything pertaining to 
therapeutics, such as electro, hydro, thermo, psycho, mechanical and 
serum therapeutics. 
Let us make the school plus in everything. 
HELMUTH ULRICH, Lecturer on Pathology. 
First. Boston University School of Medicine is not sectarian; it 
is merely classified sectarian by those who themselves are sectarian 
and whose right to label us sectarian cannot be admitted. Removal 
of this classification is desirable but not important. Reduction in 
numbers of students, attributed by some without proof to this sec-
tarian classification, should be met by strengthening the school from 
within, as outlined by Dr. Hooker. Mere substitution of R for H 
in above-mentioned classification will not suffice, although there is 
extant a certain amount of childish confidence in the efficacy of such 
a change as a panacea of all the school's ailments. 
Second. "Old school" pharmacology is now taught and should 
be taught more fully, not from a separate chair occupied by an " old 
school " man, but as part of a scientifically reorganized pharmaco-
logic department. 
ELIZABETH Ross, Lecturer on Pathology. 
I am in favor of the proposed changes in the designation and 
course of instruction at Boston University School of Medicine. 
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HowARD MooRE, Lecturer on Othopedics. 
I have for a number of years felt that the medical school should 
not only have a chair of the so-called "regular" materia medica · but 
also should discontinue the sectarian designation of homeop;thic. 
I was bro~ght u~ !n a family who never have employed any but 
homeopathic physicians and am a firm believer in the principals of 
homeopathy. 
On the other hand, these are days when scientific men should not 
be subjected to any particular limitations in the training they receive 
for the profession or life work they elect. 
Furthermore, I have a great many friends among the so-called 
regulars, and the principal criticism I get from them with reference 
to us as homeopaths is that we are sailing under false colors. I am, 
therefore, heartily in favor of the contemplated change. 
HARRY 0. SPALDING, Clinical Lecturer on Mental Diseases. 
In reference to the reorganization problem of the Medical School 
there is one fact which has come to my attention which I think i~ 
worthy of consideration and which shows the trend of the Alumni 
toward a non-sectarian basis. In the year 1915 to 1916 the admis-
sions of graduates of Boston University to the Massachusetts Medi-
cal Society were ten, while according to the report of the Massachu-
setts Homeopathic Medical Society there were but six new admis-
sions to that society during the same period. 
WILSON F. PHILLIPS, Lecturer on Theory and Practice. 
I have been a member of the Massachusetts Medical Society and 
the American Medical Association for the past eleven years and to 
me it seems desirable to incorporate a chair of "old school;, thera-
peutics in .our sc?~ol, even imperative. There is no longer any 
advantage m retammg the sectarian designation. 
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HENRY M. POLLOCK, Lecturer 01i Hospital Organization and Admin-
istration. 
I favor the abolishment of the sectarian designation of Boston 
University School of Medicine, and the establishment of courses in 
old school therapeutics. 
J. WALTER SCHIRMER, Lecturer in Sanitary Science. 
First. I am in favor of abolishing sectarianism in the conduct of 
Boston University School of Medicine. 
Second. I would suggest the establishment of courses in "old 
school" therapeutics in so far as they are now omitted from the 
present curriculum of the school. 
ALICE S. WooDMAN, fostructor i1i Embryology and Histology. 
I am most heartily in favor of giving the most thorough and 
scientific course possible in the action of drugs and their application. 
As to the abolishment of sectarianism, it seems the only thing to 
do in the face of the present attitude of the student body and the 
discrimination against some of our graduates. 
ALICE H. BASSETT, Instructor in Materia Medica. 
I believe it inadvisable to abolish sectarianism at Boston University 
School of Medicine and so put it in direct competition with other 
institutions having greater clinical advantages. Rather should we 
strengthen our position as a homeopathic school by a more thorough 
course in materia medica and more careful work in the clinics, with 
reference to the administration of drugs according to the law of 
similars. It seems to me the students have very little opportunity to 
see homeopathy really applied to cases. 
Possibly the establishment of courses in the therapeutics of the 
regular school would be of advantage, especially at this time. 
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FREDRIKA MooRE, Instrnctor in Materia Medica. 
First. The advisability of abolishing sectarianism. 
(a) No mention of sectarianism appears within the catalog or 
(b) 
(c) 
on its cover. 
There is nothing sectarian in teaching the homeopathic 
method of application of drugs as part of the general 
medical instruction. 
Old school publications will remove the " H " intended to 
designate sectarianism only on the condition that home-
opathy is not emphasized. 
Conclusion: There is nothing of a sectarian nature to be removed 
from the catalog of the school itself. The removal of the "H " from 
old school publica!ions would limit the scope of our teaching, which 
would not be advisable. 
Second. The establishment of courses in old school therapeutics 
(a) The study of drugs should be along broad scientific lines. 
i.e. (I) Pharmacology; (2) Methods of application of 
drugs. 
( b) Old-school therapeutics are not broad enough to be sub-
stituted for the above method. The scientific portion of 
that therapeutics is included in it. 
Conclusion : Old school therapeutics as such should not be taught. 
FREDERICK L. EMERSON, Instructor in Obstetrics. 
In my opinion, it is inadvisable to abolish the name homeopathic 
as applied to our medical school. 
For the sake of establishing homeopathy, and our medical school, 
many of our predecessors suffered hardships and ignominy. We 
have no right to undo their achievements. Homeopathy is the only 
method of practice which has stood the test of one hundred years, 
and it is just as scientific today as it was in Hahneman's day, be-
cause based upon an axiom. 
I am against the establishment of courses in "old school " thera-
peutics. I believe we should raise a fund large enough to pay a 
yearly salary of five thousand dollars to a professor of homeopathic 
materia medica, who would devote his entire time to the duties of 
this chair. Also a fund to pay a professor, to spend his entire time 
in drug proving and acquainting the medical world with what we 
as homeopaths possess. 
EDWIN W. SMITH, Instructor in Obstetrics. 
The only argument which some of the members of the faculty are 
able to bring up in opposition to the change in the teaching system 
at Boston University School of Medicine, is that if we are not 
Homeopaths, we will have no business. 
One of the members of a prominent firm of insurance brokers 
tells me that homeopaths are discriminated against by every big in-
surance company, and that as a rule, if there is a regular to be em-
ployed, the other fellow is passed over. 
A few old-timers do stick to the old sectarian ideas, but being a 
homeopath loses more dollars than it gains. 
If there is no stronger argument to put forward, a new plan of 
teaching should be tried. 
HAROLD E. DIEHL, fostructor in Clinical Medicine. 
As Boston University School of Medicine has been to the front 
in its standards in the past, so it can blaze a new era in medicine, by 
being ready, without sacrifice of fundamental principles, to stand 
with, not apart from, the new order to come. 
If the homeopathic system of materia medica and therapeutics be 
of great scientific and clinical value (as I am convinced it is) the 
establishment of courses in " old school " pharmacology and thera-
peutics will benefit our school and not detract. 
By all means let us maintain with even greater intensity our 
courses in homeopathic materia medica and therapeutics; but still 
more let us be imbued with the truly scientific spirit. 
N. R. SYLVESTER, JR., Instructor in Physiology. 
I went to Boston University because of its sectarianism, and it is 
due to homeopathy that I owe most of my success. 
After graduating I took a course in " old school " therapeutics and 
was convinced that I had not gained a great deal except that I had 
strengthened my respect for homeopathy. 
While I feel that something should be done to increase our num-
bers still I cannot make myself believe that the problem is solved in 
these two topics. 
49 
SANFORD B. HOOKER, Laboratory Instructor in Preventive Medicine. 
First. Sectarianism deserves no place in medicine. 
I favor the removal of our sectarian designation and especially the 
removal of conditions which operate to maintain the status of 
homeopaths as a sect, i.e., the general apathy and lack of sustained 
experimental inquiry regarding the principle of symptom-similarity 
and the efficacy of homeotherapy. 
Second. I oppose the establishment of chairs in so-called "old 
school " therapeutics. It is fundamentally illogical and unnecessary; 
it would accentuate sectarianism. It is not the remedy for existing 
conditions. 
As a substitute measure, which would eventually and automatically 
remove sectarianism, I advocate the construction, on a broad re-
search foundation, of a single, coordinated department of phar-
macology and pharmacotherapeutics (homeopathic, antipathic, and 
heteropathic). Instruction, chiefly experimental, should be given by 
two, literally full time, research associates, graduates of our school 
and hospital, whose intensive graduate training should, if necessary, 
be subsidized by the school or affiliated institutions. 
ALBERTA S. B. GurnoRD, Instructor in Psycho-Analysis and Therapy. 
I am in favor of dropping sectarian designation "homeopathic" 
because I believe the science of medicine (which Boston University 
teaches as well as any school) too large to be tied to the limiting 
name of any of its minor subdivisions. 
A chair of "old school " therapeutics seems desirable to make our 
curriculum uniform with other medical schools of first rank. 
FRANCIS H. MACCARTHY, Clinical Instructor in Diseases of Children. 
First. I believe that any sectarian designation of Boston Uni-
versity School of Medicine should be discontinued. The most im-
portant reason is that graduates of schools advertising the teaching 
of homeopathy have found it exceedingly difficult to obtain positions 
as life insurance examiners and public health officials, and until war 
forced a crisis. in the army and navy. Few, if any, of the public 
health officials in Boston and Massachusetts, in New York City and 
State of New York, are graduates of schools teaching homeopathy. 
Second. I am most decidedly opposed to announcing in the cata-
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logue or any advertisements pertaining to the schoo!, c~urses d;sig~ 
nated' as " old school therapeutics " or " homeopath1~ t erape~ t~s, 
h h. h would suggest to the public sectanamsm or any ot er term w tc d th 
. d' . I am in favor of announcing these courses un er e 
m me 1cme. . h f nd I 
broad term department of materia med1ca and t e_rapeu tcs'. a 
believe that under this general designation, every~hmg_ tha~ ~ g;o~ 
in materia medica should be taught in Boston Umvers1ty c oo o 
Medicine. 
0. R. CHADWELL, Instructor in Clinical Medicine. 
I am earnestly in favor of any action which 
sectarian label from the medical school. 
will remove the 
SAMUEL A. CLEMENT, Clinical Instructor in Contagious Diseases. 
. h 11 many times departed I believe that, since graduation, we ave .a. h' t h-
f om our Boston University School of Med1cme, homeopat tc eac 
i~g, by prescribing all kinds of medicine without proper knowledge 
of their physiological action. . . . m 
I feel that in order to better equip us for our practtt s~~t~nan:~at 
ought to be abolished in Boston University School o : tclme, d 
. h b dd d to our curncu um, an old school therapeutics oug t to e a e U . ·t 
that it should be announced to the public tha: ~oston_ mvers1 y 
School of Medicine is a college where therapeutics m all its branches 
is taught. 
J E STERNBERG Assistant in Ophthalmology. 
os. · ' the sectarian I wish to go on record as in favor of abolishing 
designation of our school. . . · · f ress 
I . fi belief that a step in this direction, ts one o prog t 1s my rm h h' h have taken 
and liberalism and conforms to the '?~ny c anges w tc 
1 · the modern teaching of med1cme. . 
P ~c~e1:i sure that our school will benefit by the broad change mcl~d-
. a chair in old school therapeutics and should be the means o a 
mg d' 1 h I · larger enrollment in our me tea sc oo . 
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